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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This Office Action is in response to the application filed on 10/30/2001. 
Claims 1-48 are pending and have been examined. 

The priority date for this application is 10/30/2001. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 1 and 17 are objected to because of the following informalities: 
Claim 1, line 9, "affect" should be - effect --. 

Claim 17, line 1, "A system method for" should be ~ A system for — . 
Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed publication in this 
or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

4. Claims 1-14, 17-30 and 33-46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated by 
DelMonaco et al, "IBM WebSphere Studio Asset Analyzer: Overview", June 2001 (Art of 
Record, hereinafter DelMonaco), and which incorporated Randall J. Mowen, "IMS newsletter 
Summer 2001", 1 1/00 (hereinafter Mowen) and Larry Kahm, "Using Webspere Studio Asser 
Analyzer", IBM International Technical Support Organization, March 2004. 

Mowen and Kahm are incorporated and/or apphed, as MPEP 2131.01, to: 
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(A) Prove the primary reference contains an "enabled disclosure;" 

(B) Explain the meaning of a term used in the primary reference; or 

(C) Show that a characteristic not disclosed in the reference is inherent. 

It should be also noted that Mowen at page 10 discloses that the IBM WebSphere Studio 
Asset Analyzer product available on June 1, 2001. 

As Per Claim 1, DelMonaco teaches that Websphere Studio Asset Analyzer product 
provides rapid impact analysis and connector identification, simplifying the integration of 
existing applications and business processes for e-businesses in the Websphere/390 environment. 
(E.g. see Introduction and scope). In that DelMonaco discloses a product for enabling analysis of 
proposed changes to program statements in a source code files, comprising: 

"generating a data structure (E.g. see page 10, Figure and associated text) indicating a 
plurality of program statements in one or more source code files affected by one of a pliurality of 
selected program statements to change in one or more source code files, wherein the data 
structure indicates a hierarchical relationship of the effect of program statements on one another 
resulting from change to the selected program statements" ( E.g. see page 3, lines 7-10, page 4, 
lines pages 1-8) ; and 

"processing the data structure to display information on the hierarchical relationship of 
the affect of the program statements on one another resulting from changes to the selected 
program statements"(E.g. see pages 8-11, Figures). 

As Per claim 2, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and further DelMonaco teaches: 
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"generating an element object in the data structure for one selected program statement to 
change"(E.g. see page 10, Figure, data element "CS-DEPT" and associated text); and 

"generating element objects in the data structure for program statements that are directly 
or indirectly affected by the selected program statements, wherein the element object 
representing one program statement is defined as a child element object (E.g. see page 10, 
Figure, Children "CS-DEPT-CHAR" and associated text) to the element object for one program 
statement whose output parameter comprises the input parameter of the program statement 
represented by the child element object" (E.g. see page 10, Figure and associated text). 

As Per claim 3, the rejection of claim 2 is incorporated and further DelMonaco teaches: 
"wherein the element object is associated with an identifier of the source code file 
including the program statement for which the element object is generated and a line number 
where the program statement is included in the source code file" (E.g. see page 10, Figure, 
Source Location, "DAVIN6, COBOLSMl, COBOL(COBBOOA)" and At location, "DAVIN6, 
COBOLSMl, COBOL(COBBOOA) at line 192" and associated text). 

As Per claim 4, the rejection of claim 3 is incorporated and further DelMonaco teaches: 
"wherein the identifier comprises a location of the source code file" (E.g. see page 10, 
Figure, Source Location, "DAVIN6, COBOLSMl, COBOL(COBBOOA)"). 

As Per claim 5, the rejection of claim 2 is incorporated and further DelMonaco includes 
Kahm teaches: 
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"wherein the data structure is implemented as an extensible markup language (XML) 
file"(E.g. see Kahm, page 4, line 21). 

As Per claim 6, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and further DelMonaco teaches: 
"processing a database (E.g. see page 2, Figure, Analysis database (DB2) and associated 
text) including information on program statements and program artifacts in a plurahty of source 
code files" (E.g. see page 4, lines 40-43, "scan source code"); and 

"generating resuh metadata (E.g. see page 4, lines 1-3) indicating a program statements 
directly or indirectly affected by changes to the selected program statements, wherein the 
program statements indicated as affected by the proposed change are capable of comprising 
program statements in the plurality of the source code files, and wherein the data structure is 
generated fi-om the metadata" (E.g. see pages 8-11, Figures). 

As Per claim 7, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and further DelMonaco includes 
Kahm teaches: 

"assigning at least one source code file to a project" (E.g. see Kahm page 10, Unes 10- 
13); and 

importing the project to a software development tool to enable a programmer to process 
the program statements in the at least one source code file assigned to the project"(E.g. see 
Kahm page 19, Figure 1-6, Project summary page). 

As Per claim 8, the rejection of claim 7 is incorporated and further DelMonaco teaches: 
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"wherein a system analyst generates the data structure and assigns the source code files to 
projects that are imported to the programmer software development tools to enable the 
programmer to process the program statements indicated in the data structure as affected by the 
selected program statements to change" (E.g. see pages 8-11, Figures and associated text). 

As Per claim 9, DelMonaco includes Kahm teaches a method for analyzing proposed 
changes to program statements in a source code file, comprising: 

"receiving a data structure indicating a plurality of program statements affected by one of 
a plurality of selected program statements to change, wherein the data structure indicates a 
hierarchical relationship of the effect of program statements on one another" (E.g. see 
DelMonaco page 10, Figure and associated text); 

"displaying the hierarchical relationship (E.g. see DelMonaco page 10, Figure, "Level", 
"Parent" and "Children" and associated text) of the program statements affected by one of the 
selected program statements" (E.g. see DelMonaco page 10, Figure and associated text); 

"receiving user input indicating selection of one of the displayed program statements" 
(E.g. see page 8, Figure, "DEPT" and associated text); and 

"enabling editing of the selected program statement" (E.g. see Kahm page 108, lines 11- 

12). 

As Per claim 10, the rejection of claim 9 is incorporated and further DelMonaco teaches: 
"displaying one program statement affected directly or indirectly by changes to one 
selected program statement" (E.g. see page 10, Figure and associated text); and 
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"displaying one program statement as a child in the hierarchical relationship to the 
program statement whose output parameter comprises the input parameter of the child program 
statement'' (E.g. see page 10, Figure, Children "CS-DEPT-CHAR" and associated text). 

As Per claim 1 1, the rejection of claim 9 is incorporated and further DelMonaco teaches: 
"receiving user input directly selecting one displayed program statement in the displayed 
hierarchical relationship" (E.g. see page 8, Figure, "DEPT" and associated text). 

As Per claim 12, the rejection of claim 9 is incorporated and further DelMonaco teaches: 
"wherein the data structure is capable of indicating program statements affected by other 

program statements across source code files" (E.g. see page 10, Figure, Source Location, 

"DAVIN6, COBOLSMl, COBOL(COBBOOA). 

As Per claim 13, the rejection of claim 9 is incorporated and further DelMonaco includes 
Kahm teaches: 

"determining one of a plurality of source code files capable of including the selected 
displayed program statement; accessing the determined source code file" (E.g. see DelMonaco 
page 9, Figure and page 10, Figure, Source Location, "DAVIN6, COBOLSMl, 
COBOL(COBBOOA)" and associated text); and 

"displaying in an editing mode a plurality of program statements from the determined 
source code file including the selected displayed program statement" (E.g. see DelMonaco page 
10, Figure and Kahm page 108, lines 11-12). 
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As Per claim 14, the rejection of claim 13 is incorporated and further DelMonaco 
teaches: 

"displaying information on proposed changes to the program statement affecting the 
selected displayed program statement" (E.g. see page 10, Figure and associated text). 

As Per Claim 17, is the system claim corresponding to the method claim 1 and is rejected 
under the same reason set forth in connection of the rejection of claim 1. 

As per Claims 18-24, the rejection of claim 17 are incorporated and are rejected under the 
same reason set forth in connection of the rejection of claims 2-8 respectfully. 

As Per Claim 33, is the product claim corresponding to the method claim 1 and is 
rejected under the same reason set forth in connection of the rejection of claim 1 . 

As per Claims 34-40, the rejection of claim 33 are incorporated and are rejected under the 
same reason set forth in connection of the rejection of claims 2-8 respectfully. 

As Per Claim 25, is the system claim corresponding to the method claim 9 and is rejected 
under the same reason set forth in connection of the rejection of claim 9. 
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As per Claims 26-30, the rejection of claim 25 are incorporated and are rejected under the 
same reason set forth in connection of the rejection of claims 10-14 respectfully. 

As Per Claim 41, is the product claim corresponding to the method claim 1 and is 
rejected under the same reason set forth in connection of the rejection of claim 9. 

As per Claims 42-46, the rejection of claim 41 are incorporated and are rejected under the 
same reason set forth in connection of the rejection of claims 10-14 respectfully. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5, The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
, such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 15-16, 31-32 and 47-48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over DeMonaco includes Mowen and Kahm as applied above, in view of Minard US Patent 
No. 6,247,020. 

As Per Claim 15, the rejection of claim 13 is incorporated and DelMonaco discloses two 
panes (E.g. see page 10, Figure) on the graphical user interface. DelMonaco does not expUcitly 
disclose wherein the hierarchical relationship of the program statements are displayed in a first 
pane on a graphical user interface panel and wherein the plurality of program statements 
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displayed in editing mode are displayed in a second pane on the graphical user interface. 
However, Minard in an analogous art teaches in a manner such as "wherein the hierarchical 
relationship of the program statements are displayed in a first pane on a graphical user interface 
panel (E.g. see FIG. 4A, Navigation pane 410 or Structure pane 430 and associated text) and 
wherein the plurality of program statements displayed in editing mode are displayed in a second 
pane on the graphical user interface (E.g. see FIG. 4A, Content pane 450 and associated text)". 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to incorporate the teaching of Minard into the teaching of 
DelMonaco so that the hierarchical relationship of the program statements are displayed in a first 
pane and the plurality of program statements displayed in editing mode are displayed in a second 
pane. The modification would have been obvious because one of ordinary skill in the art would 
have been motivated to synchronize the Content, Navigation and Structure panes to point to the 
same node so that the user can select a Java file in the Navigation pane and the source code for 
the file is displayed ready for editing in the Content pane. 

As Per claim 16, the rejection of claim 15 is incorporated and fiirther the combination of 
DelMonaco and Minard teach: 

"wherein a scrolling feature is used to view the program statements in the hierarchical 
relationship in the furst pane" (E.g. see Minard FIG. 4A, Structure pane 430 and associated text). 
And one would also be motivated to do so for providing such a user fiiendly feature to view 
program statements in a hierarchical relationship in the first pane. 
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As per Claims 31-32, the rejection of claim 29 are incorporated and are rejected xmder the 
same reason set forth in connection of the rejection of claims 15-16 respectfully. 

As per Claims 47-48, the rejection of claim 45 are incorporated and are rejected xmder the 
same reason set forth in connection of the rejection of claims 15-16 respectfully. 



Conclusion 

7. Any inquiry concerning this conraumication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kuo-Liang J Tang whose telephone number is (571) 272-3705. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30AM - 7:00PM (Monday - Thursday). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tuan Dam can be reached on (571) 272-3695. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




